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Winners Before The Bench 
Two trial technique tea1ns score highly in 
New York City competition 
T wo three-member teams of UB Law School stu-dents finished near the top of the pack - one of 
them progressing all the 
way to the Final Four - at the Na-
tional Trial Advocacy Competition 
regiona l, he ld in February in New 
York City. 
The UB teams, chosen fro m 
amo ng top performers in the Law 
School 's Tria l Technique course. 
competed against a toug h fie ld of 
teams from a dozen other uni versities, 
inc lud ing the Yale, Syracuse and Al-
bany law schools. 
The UB team of Michael Joynt. 
Sandra S nyder and Robin Sardegna 
progressed to the quarterfinals before 
be ing e liminated from the competi-
tion. The o ther UB team, composed 
of Robert J . Maranto Jr. , Carl W . 
Morgan and M ark Uba, defeated 
Yale, Albany (Ia t year's winne r) and 
Rutgers . then lost a narrow dec ision 
to the Benjamin Cardozo Law School 
o f Yeshiva Unive rsity in the semifi-
na l . 
So c lose was tha t dec ision, in 
fact, that the UB team lost by just 
four points under a scoring system in 
which 360 was a perfect score. A vic-
tory would have meant a trip to Hous-
ton to take pa rt in the nationa l com-
petition. 
"They just did a wonderful j ob,'' 
Charles H . Doug hen y, director of 
UB Law 's Trial Technique Program, 
sa id of the two teams. He is a mem-
ber of the Buffa lo law firm Albrecht. 
McG uire . Heffern & G regg. P.C. 
"One of the instructors from an-
other school to ld one of our coaches 
that he had been coming to this com-
pet ition for years:· Dougherty sa id , 
"and had never heard better open ing 
statements and closing arguments 
than were given by one of our teams.'' 
The UB teams were coached by 
Trial Technique instruc tors George R. 
Rich, president of the Western New 
on subt leties of posture and intonation 
that could mean the difference 
between winning and losing. 
The ma tter of witnesses was a 
difficu lt one in this mock c ivil 
lawsuit. The student teams weren ' t 
introduced to their witnesses. friendly 
o r hostile, until almost the last minute. 
"The way it 's structured," said 
Carl W. Morgan, "you have a pretrial 
"He told us to pin witnesses 
down and extract exactly 
what we want from them. " 
record, wi th the 
depositions of the 
wi tnesses. But 
you never meet 
your actua l live 
witnesses unti l 
about 15 minutes 
before the trial. 
You try not to 
York Trial Lawyers Assoc iation, and 
Robert M. Murphy. Both accompa-
nied the s tudents to New York C ity . 
where the co mpetitio n was he ld in 
two Brooklyn courthouses. 
'T he coaching was just phenome-
nal,'' said Mark Uba. "George Rich 
spent an awful lot of time with us, 
three solid weeks of preparation. And 
Bob Murphy gave us a lot of he lp in 
framing arg ument . working on the 
opening and c losing statements. 
"There were some techniques. 
especia lly in t:ro s-examination, that 
especially George was very familiar 
with. He told us how to pi n wirnesses 
down and extract exactly what we 
want from them ... 
The coaches a lso videotaped the 
s tudents as they practiced. to key in 
suggest answers 
to them, because 
that 's something the opposing counsel 
can use to the ir advantage. but you 
have to prepare them as best you can 
in those 15 minutes." 
Morgan, who attends law schoo l 
full time and also works full time as a 
police officer for the C ity of 
Lackawanna. had high praise for the 
Cardozo team that eventua lly defeated 
him and h is teammates. "They were a 
great team.' ' he said . "We had a 
chance to talk to them at the break 
and a fterward . and these are folks 
who have a school that apparentl y 
puts a great deal o f emphas is on the 
tria l technique program. T hey had j ust 
returned from New Orleans. where 
they had panicipated in a competition. 
so they were wl!l l-seasoncd ... 
By contrast. the U B team~ were 
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taking part in their first trial 
technique competition. This is the 
second year that UB has 
partic ipated in the contest. 
It's a for:m idable challenge for 
these students, all of whom said 
they hope to make a career out of 
trial work. "Most of the grading 
depended on how you responded 
on your feet ," said Robert J. 
Maranto Jr. , captain of one of the 
UB teams. He is a vis iting third-
year student from Duquesne 
University Law School. 
"When I was practicing with 
the team members, I found a lot of 
it very difficult. But when I was in 
the courtroom, it was easier to see 
both sides and easier to make those 
arguments." 
Indeed, Maranto had to switch 
sides, from plaintiff to defense, as 
the team advanced. Teams were 
scored by a panel of three judges. 
who evaluated their technique in 
opening and closing arguments, 
and direct examination and c ross-
examination of two witnesses in 
each trial. 
Dougherty noted that the 
students' trip was funded in large 
part by the Western New York 
Trial Lawyers Association. The 
National Trial Advocacy 
Competition is sponsored in the 
Northeast by the New York State 
Bar Association and the Trial 
Lawyers Section of the New York 
State Bar Associat ion. 
"'This, and New York Practice. 
were probably the single most 
valuable experiences I've had in 
law school," Morgan said. "This 
experience, l don ' t think you could 
duplicate it." • 
Preventive Medicine 
New course fosters respect between law 
and medical students 
S everal years ago, the Law and Medical Schools decided that better communication and cooperation between 
their respective faculty mem-
bers and students wou ld be heal thier 
for all -and have been feverishly 
working to achieve it ever since. The 
found ing of a Health Policy Council 
at the Medical School and the devel-
opment of a joint course for upper-di-
vision law and medical students has 
led to substantial progress in this in-
terdisciplinary effort between the two 
professional schools. 
Much of the credi t for th is effort 
at nursing a gentler, kinder re lat ion-
ship belongs to Associate Dean and 
Professor of Law Lee Albert. He is a 
founding member of the Health Poli-
cy Counci l at the School of Medic ine, 
an organization of univers ity faculty 
and community-based professionals 
with knowledge and experience in 
health care. lts purpose is to assist 
health care policy-makers in Western 
New York and beyond through re-
search and consultation. One of its 
current projects, for example, is for-
mulating a policy for the university on 
HIV positive and impaired medical 
and dental students, residents and 
teaching physicians. 
Professor Albert a lso spoke on 
cost-control problems in the Ameri-
can health care system at the Medical 
School Alumni Convocation which 
honored Chief Judge Wachtler with 
an award. In a highly visi ble expres-
sion of its support for law and medi-
cine. the UB School of Medicine in-
vited Professor Albert to present the 
keynote address at their 1992 com-
mencement exercises. 
These steps, and a course offered 
for the firs t time this semester to 
th ird-year medical students and up-
per-division law students, attempt to 
break down the barriers that separate 
the practice of law and medic ine. 
During the last two decades, the 
practice of medicine in America has 
been subjected to increasi ngly gre~ter 
state and federa l regulation. One re-
sult is that patients are fi ling a spiral-
ing number of malprac tice suits 
against their doctors. Greater legal 
li mits on physician fees and restric-
tio ns on their clinical pre rogatives are 
o ther bitter pills to swallow- and 
make the doctors' temperatures rise. 
"It is small wonder that adver-
saria l relationships often exist be-
tween doctors and lawyer ," A lbert 
says. 
In an attempt to increase under-
standing between students o f both dis-
c iplines, they now can be found tak-
ing a new course together entit led 
Policy Issues In Clinical Medic ine, 
which Professor A lbert is co-teaching 
with Harry Sultz, professor of social 
and preventi ve medicine a t UB, and 
Thomas Riemenschneider, associate 
dean for c linical affairs . 
''In light of the expanded role 
of legal institutions inte racti ng with 
the medical profession, it is increas-
ingly important for lawyers and doc-
tors to talk to each other," Albert ex-
plains. ·'But it has become part of our 
culture for lawyers to expect doctors 
